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Thermodynamic bounds on generalized transport: From single-molecule to bulk
observables
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We prove that the transport of any scalar observable in d-dimensional non-equilibrium systems
is bounded from above by the total entropy production scaled by the amount the observation
“stretches” microscopic coordinates. The result—a time-integrated generalized speed limit—reflects
the thermodynamic cost of transport of observables, and places underdamped and overdamped
stochastic dynamics on equal footing with deterministic motion. Our work allows for stochastic
thermodynamics to make contact with bulk experiments, and fills an important gap in thermody-
namic inference, since microscopic dynamics is, at least for short times, underdamped. Requiring
only averages but not sample-to-sample fluctuations, the proven transport bound is practical and
applicable not only to single-molecule but also bulk experiments where only averages are observed,
which we demonstrate by examples. Our results may facilitate thermodynamic inference on molec-
ular machines without an obvious directionality from bulk observations of transients probed, e.g. in

time-resolved X-ray scattering.

A complete thermodynamic characterization and un-
derstanding of systems driven far from equilibrium re-
mains elusive. Central to non-equilibrium thermodynam-
ics is the total entropy production ASiq:, which reflects
the displacement from equilibrium [1] and can be seen
as the “counterpart” of free energy in equilibrium. A Sy
embodies the entropy change in both, the system and the
environment coupled to it, and is a measure of the viola-
tion of time-reversal symmetry [1, 2]. Despite its impor-
tance, inference of AS;. from experimental observations
is far from simple, as it requires access to all dissipa-
tive degrees of freedom is the system, which is typically
precluded by the fact that one only has access to some
observable. Notably, neither the microscopic dynamics
nor the projection underlying the observable are typically
known, and often one can only observe transients.

To overcome these intrinsic limitations of experiments,
diverse bounds (i.e., inequalities) on the entropy produc-
tion have been derived, in particular thermodynamic un-
certainty relations (TURs) [3-16] and speed limits [17—
27]. Such bounds provide conceptual insight about man-
ifestations of irreversible behavior, and from a practical
perspective they allow to infer a bound on ASi. from
measured trajectories, more precisely from the sample-
to-sample fluctuations or speed of observables.

These results remain incomplete from several perspec-
tives. First, their validity typically hinges on the as-
sumption that the microscopic dynamics is overdamped
or even a Markov-jump process. This is unsatisfactory
because microscopic dynamics is, at least on short time
scales, underdamped and the TUR does not hold for
underdamped dynamics [28] (see, however, progress in
[29-31]). Similarly, thermodynamic speed limits have so
far seemingly not been derived for underdamped dynam-
ics. Second, dissipative processes are often, especially
in molecular machines without an obvious directional-
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ity (e.g. molecular chaperones [32]), mediated by intri-
cate collective (and often fast) open-close motions visi-
ble in transients that are difficult to resolve even with
advanced single-molecule techniques [33]. Experiments
providing more detailed structural information, such as
time-resolved X-ray scattering techniques [34—41], are
available, but probe bulk behavior for which the exist-
ing bounds do not apply. There is thus a pressing need
to close the gaps and to cover underdamped dynamics
and tap into bulk observations.

Here, we present thermodynamic bounds on the
generalized transport of observables in systems evolv-
ing according to (generally time-inhomogeneous) over-
damped, underdamped, or even deterministic dynam-
ics, all treated on an equal footing. Technically, the
results may be classified as a time-integrated version
of generalized speed limits and bring several conceptual
and practical advantages. As a demonstration, we use
the bounds for thermodynamic inference based on both,
single-molecule and bulk (e.g. scattering) observables.

Rationale.—Consider the simplest case of a Newto-
nian particle with position z, and velocity v, at time 7
dragged through a viscous medium against the (Stokes)
friction force F), = —vyv, with friction constant -y causing
a transfer of energy into the medium. The dissipated heat
between times 0 and ¢ is AQ., = *yfot vedr, = fyfot vidr
and gives rise to entropy production in the medium [1].
Since deterministic dynamics does not produce entropy
otherwise, we have TAS;o, = AQ, in 7 € [0,¢]. This
imposes a thermodynamic bound on transptort via the
C?u2chy—Stch;7var/Z 1r.1€q1%ahty (v — 20)? = ( fo v721d7')2' <
Jo v3dr [y 12d7’, yielding TASyor > (i — x0)?/t with
equality for constant velocity. Therefore, for given ¢ and
~ a minimum energy input AQ), is required to achieve
a displacement z; — x¢. The intuition that transport re-
quires dissipation extends to general dynamics and scalar
observables as follows.

Main result.—The transport of any scalar observable
zr = z(X;,7) on a time interval [0,¢] in d-dimensional
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generally underdamped and time-inhomogeneous dynam-
ics (X;,V;) is bounded from above by TAS;. as

<zt — 29 — fot 8Tsz7'>2

TAStot Z +D= (t)
D) =4 [ (Vesl ™y OVazddn (1)

where -y is a positive definite, possibly time-dependent,
symmetric friction matrix, (-) denotes an ensemble av-
erage over non-stationary trajectories, and D*(t) is a
fluctuation-scale function of the observable that deter-
mines how much the observation z stretches microscopic
coordinates x. While AS;. for stochastic dynamics dif-
fers from AQ,/T, the bound (1) remains valid in the
whole spectrum from Newtonian to underdamped and
overdamped stochastic dynamics. The inequality satu-
rates for Vyz, = eyv(x,v, ) for any constant ¢ and v
defined in Eq. (4).

Setting z, = z, for d = 1, Eq. (1) includes the
above deterministic case. In the overdamped limit with-
out explicit time-dependence in z, the limit ¢ — 0 of
Eq. (1) corresponds to a speed limit in Ref. [25], and
further restricting to z, = z, we find speed limits from
Refs. [42, 43]. The bound (1) complements the Benamou-
Brenier formula [44] for overdamped Markov observables
[27, 45] by allowing for underdamped dynamics and gen-
eral projected (non-Markovian) observables z.

The bound (1) characterizes the thermodynamic cost
of transport and may be employed in thermodynamic
inference. By only requiring the mean but not sample-
to-sample fluctuations, the bound (1) is simpler than the
TUR and allows to infer AS;,; from transients of bulk
observables, probed, e.g., in time-resolved scattering ex-
periments [34-41, 46]. A disadvantage of this simplicity
is that it is not useful for stationary states. The observ-
able z, can represent a measured projection, whose func-
tional form may be known (e.g., in X-ray scattering) or
unknown (e.g., a reaction coordinate of a complex pro-
cess). For optimization of thermodynamic inference z,
may be chosen a posteriori and 7-dependent.

Outline.—First we describe the setup and discuss dif-
ferent notions of ASi,t from deterministic via under-
damped to overdamped dynamics. Next we present ex-
amples in the context of single-molecule versus bulk X-
ray scattering experiments, as well as higher-order trans-
port in stochastic heat engines. We then explain how to
interpret and infer the fluctuation-scale function D*(t).
We conclude with a perspective, and sketch the proof of
Eq. (1) in the Appendix.

Setup.—Let v, m be d X d positive definite, symmetric
friction and mass matrices with square root \ﬁﬁT:
~. The full dynamics x,,v, € R¢ evolve according to [47]

dx,; = v dr (2)
dv, =m~! [F(x,, 7)dr — vv.dr + \/2kBT'ydWT] ,
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FIG. 1. Particle - in a harmonic trap displaced from z = 1
to z = 0 at time 0. (a) The particle’s mean position (zo) =1
moves towards the new center of the trap, whereby oscillations
occur for small damping. The probability density around (z.)
in this example is a Gaussian of constant width (see [49] for
details and parameters). (b) Quality factor @ of the transport
bound for the simplest observable z; = x., and quality factor
of the TUR for the current J; = x; — x¢ in the overdamped
case. Full saturation Q = 1 at all times can be achieved for
overdamped and underdamped dynamics as described below.

which in the overdamped limit reduce to

dx°d = y 1R (x%Y, 7)dr + \/2kg Ty~ 1dW,,  (3)

where F(x,7) is a force field and W, the d-dimensional
Wiener process. We allow +(7) (and later also T'(7))
to depend on time but suppress this dependence to sim-
plify notation. We define the local mean velocity v of the

probability density p in phase space as vNeV*" = v and
\Y , Vv, t
v(x,v,7T) =v+ m_lkBTM
p(x,v,1)
Vp®d(x, 1)

od — 1

v(x,7) =y |F(x,7) — kT (1) (4)
The definition for overdamped dynamics is standard [1],
whereas in the underdamped setting v is only the “irre-
versible” part of the probability current divided by den-
sity [30]. Note that v, = dx,/dr does not exist for
overdamped dynamics as (|dx,/dr|) — oo for dr — 0
but (dx,)/dr = v 'F(x,7) is well-behaved. The over-
damped limit is loosely speaking obtained for v~'m — 0,
whereby details of this limit depend on F [48].

There are two differences between Newtonian and
stochastic dynamics: (i) the energy exchange between
system and bath counteracts friction, and (ii) changes in
p give rise to a change in Gibbs entropy of a stochastic
system, thus contributing to the total entropy produc-
tion as ASiot = ASsys + ASpasn. In all cases considered
we can write the total entropy production as [1, 2, 30]

t
TAStot:/ dT<VT(XT7V-,—,T)’Y_1V(X.,-,VT7T)> 2 0. (5)
0

Within this setup, an educated guess and stochastic cal-
culus alongside the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality delivers
the announced bound (1) (see sketch of proof below).
Ezample 1: Colloid in displaced trap.— Consider a
bead trapped in a harmonic potential displaced from po-
sition 1 to 0 at time 7 = 0. Knowing v and observ-
ing only the mean particle transport (x; — x0) we infer



the entropy production from Eq. (1) to be TASio; >
TASEG™ = ~(zy — 20)2/t. We inspect the quality of
the bound, Q = ASPI™I/AS;, € [0,1], as a func-
tion of time (see Fig. 1). For underdamped dynamics
Q@ tends to 3/4 at short times due to inertia (see [49]
for derivation). Using z, = zv(7) (for this example, v
turns out to be independent of x, v) we achieve saturation
for all times, which is easily understood from our proof
(see Appendix). Saturation for this example was also
achieved via the transient correlation TUR [16]. How-
ever, the present approach is expected to be numerically
more stable and requires less statistics, since a determi-
nation of fluctuations and derivatives of observables is
not required. Moreover, the simplest version z, = x,
outperforms the transient TUR for the simplest current
Ji = x4 — xo (dashed line in Fig. 1b). This may be in-
terpreted as the magnitude of z; — x( entering (1) being
more relevant than its precision entering the TUR for this
example. In contrast to the TUR [28], we also have the
advantage that Eq. (1) holds for underdamped dynamics.
A disadvantage of Eq. (1) is that it is not useful for
steady-state dynamics, since there (z; — zg) = 0. An
exception are translation-invariant transients treated as
non-equilibrium steady states (NESS) [42, 50]. A par-
ticular example are Brownian clocks [51] where for given
ASior the TUR, limits precision whereas Eq. (1) limits
the magnitude of transport, i.e., the size of the clock.
Ezample 2: Scattering experiments.—Since Eq. (1)
only requires averages, it is applicable beyond single-
molecule probes to bulk experiments, i.e., experiments
on samples of many molecules probing mean properties,
e.g., scattering techniques. The recent surge in the de-
velopment of time-resolved X-ray scattering on proteins
[34—41, 52] renders our bound particularly useful. Here,
transients may be excited by a pressure [53, 54] or tem-
perature [55] quench, or one directly monitors slow ki-
netics [56]. One typically observes the structure factor
S(q) = % ;-\,[kd(e_iq'(rt -t} [57, 58], where the sum
runs over all scatterers (atoms, particles, etc.). This also
applies to interacting colloid suspensions, where S(q)
is the Fourier transform of the pair correlation func-
tion [57]. An even simpler observable is the radius of
gyration, R? = %E;.V:l((rj —1)%) [52, 57, 59], where

r= % j.vzl r; is the center of mass. R; reflects the (sta-

tistical) size of molecules and is easily inferred from small
i Cuinier’s 1 g la| =0 —lal*R2/3 [r7 £

g via Guinier’s law, S(|q|) S(0)e 9/ [57, 59].
We consider the structure factor averaged over spatial

dimensions S(q) (see [49] for the vector version). For

simplicity assume that v is a known scalar. We observe

how S(q) changes over time. From Eq. (1) we can derive
the bounds (see [49])

37[Si(a) — So(@))* _  39[Si(g) — So(q))?
TASWt_q 2 [IIN — S(Q@kh g*t max, [N — S, (2q)]
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FIG. 2. (a) Sketch of a scattering setup with (b,c) Rouse poly-
mers with N = 10 beads subject to a temperature quench
from To = 2T to T at t = 0, and (d,e) harmonically con-
fined “nano-crystal” with N = 16 with Hookean neighbor-
interactions subject to a quench in rest positions (see [49]
for model details and parameters). (b,d) Structure factors
and (c,e) corresponding quality factors [see Eq. (6); “simpler”
bound contains max- instead of integral].

The second bound in each line is a simplification when
the maximum over time is known, and it is not neces-
sary to measure for all 7. The quality of these bounds
for entropy production of internal degrees of freedom
during relaxation is shown in Fig. 2 for a solution of
(b,c) Rouse polymers upon a temperature quench (prob-
ing, e.g., the thermal relaxation asymmetry [60-62]) and
(d,e) confined nano-crystals upon a structural transfor-
mation, respectively. Dissipative processes occur on dis-
tinct length scales, leading to changes of Si(q) at dis-
tinct ¢ (Fig. 2b,d). The sharpness of the bounds (6)
depends on g, giving insight into the participation of dis-
tinct modes in dissipation. The g-dependence can in turn
be used for optimization of inference. For small ¢ modes
we recover the bound in terms of R2(7). We recover
~ 30 % of ASiy in the quenched polymer solution and
~ 15 % for the transforming nano-crystal. This is in fact
a lot, since we only measure a 1d projection of 3(N — 1)
internal degrees of freedom.

The bound (1) will be useful for many bulk experi-
ments beyond scattering. Consider, for example, a bulk
measurement of the mean FRET efficiency for a pair
of donor and acceptor chromophores with Forster dis-
tance Ry attached to some macromolecule, E; = ((1 +
[(xxon — xac) /Rp]®)~1), where the simplest bound reads
TASior > R3Y(E; — Ep)? /8t (for details see [49)]).

Example 3: Higher-order transport.— Consider now a
centered transient process ., i.e., with constant mean
(¢ — o) = 0. There is no mean transport. How-
ever, there is higher order transport, in the simplest
case (27 — x3) # 0. Setting z; = 22 we then have
TASior > (2?2 — 23)?/4 fot dr{z2). A concrete exam-
ple are Brownian heat engines [63—65] in Fig. 3, where
an “effective temperature” in a parabolic trap with stiff-
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FIG. 3. Schematic of (a) a Stirling heat engine as realized in
Ref. [63] and (b) a Carnot heat engine with adiabatic heating
and cooling [66] as realized in Ref. [64]. Note that the stiffness
is constant (“isochoric”) during heating and cooling in (a) but
not in (b). Red denotes hot and blue cold temperatures T'(7)
of the environment (not to be confused with 7j).

isochoric heating
—
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—

ness (1) is defined as T}, (1) = k(7)(22) /kp [65]. In this
scenario, where the medium temperature varies in time,
the LHS of the transport bound (1) becomes T'AS;o; —

A(T Stot) = fot drT(7) S0t (1), yielding [67]

fJ T, (r) 25 ]
T)dT kY

A(TS ) S [Tp(t) - Tp(o) -

- 4o T

During an isochoric heating step (x = constant such
that O.k(7) = 0) highlighted in Fig. 3a, no work is
performed [63], and the dissipation A(T'S;ot) of an ef-
ficient engine should be minimal. Thus, to achieve a
given T},(t) — T, (0) [68] for minimal A(T'Siey), we either
need long ¢ or must maximize fot dTTpart (T), implying
substantial heating at the beginning of the time interval
[0,t]. For time-dependent x(7) (see Fig. 3b or the Carnot
engine [64]), the bound in Eq. (7) is more complicated
since all terms contribute when 0,k(7) # 0. However,
the bound still serves as a fundamental limit that can be
evaluated for any given protocol. Note that the results
equally apply to underdamped heat engines (as theoret-
ically considered in, e.g., [69]).

An insightful observable is the characteristic function
¢-(q) = (e~ 4*) encoding information on moments of
all order. The transport bound for ¢.(q) reads

[pe(a) — do(q)]?
=y dre,(2q)aTy~1(1)q

and quantifies how changes of the ¢-th mode of the prob-
ability density contribute to ASie. Eq. (8) will be useful
for proving other bounds.

Interpretation and handling of D*(t).—The interpreta-
tion of D*(t) is intuitive: for a process x, with given cost
ASiot, the transport (z; — zg) will be larger for a function
z that stretches x more. This stretching is re-scaled by
Vxz in the quadratic form D*(t).

For simple marginal observations, z(x) = x;, we have
that D* = ~~1... Moreover, if we only observe z, but not

(23
X, we can often bound D (t) in terms of (z;) or in terms

(7)

TAStot

(®)

4

of constants, such as in the case of R; and S;(q) before
(e.g., it suffices to know that z, has bounded derivatives).
In the challenging case where we only observe z, but do
not know the function z(x) (i.e., it is some unknown pro-
jection or reaction coordinate), we can, given sufficient
time resolution, determine or estimate D? as follows: For

var[dz,-]
fo Sty Tdr (10T

steady-state dynamics see [70], where D* recently ap-
peared in a correlation inequality). For underdamped
dynamics, scalar m,~v, and z, = z(x;) (no explicit
time dependence) we can obtain D?#(t) if we know the
var(d[%z(xf)])
5 2kpTdt

22 (v HVxz(x,)]?). If the system relaxes to equilibrium
we can obtain y/m from observations of z, via equilib-
rium measurements of var(d[-£z(x,)]) and var(dz(x,))
(see [49]). If the system relaxes to a NESS, we can upper
bound D* by using that m/y < t.q with the relaxation
time of the system determined, e.g. from correlation func-
tions ¢} = —limy—ye0 t 71 In[(2120) — (2¢)(20)] (see [49]).

Conclusion.—We proved an inequality upper-
bounding transport of any scalar observable in a general
d-dimensional non-equilibrium system in terms of the
total entropy production and fluctuation-scale function
that “corrects” for the amount the observation stretches
microscopic coordinates. We explained how to saturate
the bound. The result, classifiable as a time-integrated
generalized speed limit, may be understood as a
thermodynamic cost of transport of observables and
allows for inferring a lower bound on dissipation, thus
complementing the TUR and existing speed limits. The
bound places underdamped and overdamped stochastic
as well as deterministic systems on equal footing. This
fills an important gap, because microscopic dynamics
is—at least on short time scales—underdamped, and
the TUR does not hold for underdamped dynamics. In
particular short-time TURs for overdamped dynamics
[8, 9, 71] are expected to fail.

By only requiring averages, the transport bound is sta-
tistically less demanding and applicable to both, single-
molecule as well as bulk experiments. This is attrac-
tive in the context of time-resolved X-ray scattering on
biomolecules, as it will allow thermodynamic inference
from bulk observations of controlled transients [53-56].
This may facilitate thermodynamic inference on molec-
ular machines without an obvious directionality such
molecular chaperones [32], which remains challenging
even with most advanced single-molecule techniques [33].
The bound allows for versatile applications and general-
izations to vectorial observables z and adaptations for
Markov-jump dynamics.
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Appendixz: Sketch of proof.— To prove Eq. (1) we
use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for stochastic in-

overdamped dynamics we have tD*(t

momentum relaxation time m/vy via



tegrals similarly as in [16] but generalized to under-
damped dynamics (detailed proof in [49]). We define

the stochastic integrals A, = f::g V(X7 Ve, T) - /YAW
and B, = fT::g{szT} . \ﬁ_leWT for which we

can show that (A?) = TASi and (B?) = tD*(t).
The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality thus implies T'AS;, >
(AyB;)?/tD*(t). To complete the proof, we compute
(AiBy) = (fot v(x:, V., 7) - {Vxz:}dr) via rewriting
{Vxz:} = ym 1V {VImy~1V,z,}, integrating by
parts in Vy, and substituting the Klein-Kramers equa-
tion in the form Vy -m™lyvp = [V v+Vy-m~1F(x, 1)+

0;]p(x,v,7), which upon further integrations by parts
and simplifications yields (4;B;) = fot dr (v; - Vxzs) =
(fg dr(L —0;)zr) = (2 — 20 — fot Oy 2,dT).

From the proof we immediately know how to achieve
saturation by saturating the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity, allowing optimal inference. Saturation occurs for
Vxzr = eyv(x,v, 1) for any constant ¢. While one may
not always be able to choose z this way, one should aim
to approach this for saturation. If d = 1 (with natural
boundaries) and v does not depend on v, saturation is
always feasible.
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Supplemental Material for:
Thermodynamic bounds on generalized transport: From single-molecule to bulk observables
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Mathematical bioPhysics Group, Max Planck Institute for Multidisciplinary Sciences, 37077 Gottingen, Germany

In this Supplemental Material we provide derivations and additional details for results and examples
shown in the Letter. We provide the detailed derivation of the main result, and details and parameters
complementing the examples in Figs. 1 and 2. Moreover, we explain in detail how to obtain D? from
short-time fluctuations.
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I. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Here, we prove our main result, i.e., the transport bound in Eq. (1) in the Letter. Consider underdamped stochastic
dynamics as in Eq. (2) in the Letter. Consider positive definite symmetric matrices m and ~(7) (for simplicity denote
the latter by ). Using the “local mean velocity” v as in Eq. (4) in the Letter we can write the underdamped
Klein-Kramers dynamics as [1]

_ _1 Vep(x,v,t)
v(x,v,7) = v, + kgTm IW
Orp(x,v,t) = (fvx v+m 'V, [-F(x,7) + ’)/(T)II(X,V,T)]) p(x,v,t). (S1)

Recalling the setup of the proof as presented in the Appendix, and using the white noise property /Wiener correlation
(AWidW?,) = §(7 — 7/)drdr’ we have

T=t
A= / V(Xr,Vy, T) - /YdW

=0

T=t
B, = / {Vxz(x:,7)}- ﬁ_leWT
7=0



(A2) :/0 dr (T (%, vy, )YV (X7, Vi, T)) = TAS;01([0,t])

(B2) :/O a7 ({Vaz(x7, )} 77 {2 (xe, 7)}) = D7(1). (S2)

Using the Einstein summation convention, we can check the matrix differential operator identity for a constant (i.e.
x-independent) invertible d x d matrix G

(GV)[v- -G 'Vyz(x,7)] = eiGijavjvn(G_l)nmammz(x, 7) = €;Gin(G V) m0s, 2(x,T) = Vy2(X,7) . (S3)

Using this identity for the choice G™' = m~~!,

obtain

integrating by parts, and substituting Eq. (S1) for V, - m~lyv, we

—(A4By) = / dT/dx/dv{GV v G 'Vyz(x,7)]} - v(x, v, T)p(x, v, T)
- /O d(x, v, 7V - G Vz(x,7)}Vy - GTo(x,v,7)p(x, v, 7)
= /td(x v, ) {v- -G 'Vyez(x,7)Im 'V, - yv(x,v,7)p(x, v, T)
/ dr/dx/dv{v G 'Vyz(x,7)} [Vx - v+ m ™'V, - F(x,7) + 9] p(x,v,T)
(vi - G IWoz(x4,t) — v - G 1V,2(x0,0))

—m/ dT< (Ve - Vy)v- - G _IVxZ(XnT)]JrM'

G_lvxz(xT,T) + v, - G_lvxé(xT,T)> . (S4)
m

Note that
tood
<Vt : G_lvxz(xtat) — Vo G_lvxz(X070)> = </ dei[VT : G_lvxZ(XTaT)]> ) (85)
0 T
and use the equation of motion in Eq. (S1) to see that

<d[vT : lexz(xf77)]> = <F(XTT)_7VT G IWVar(%r,T) + V- G IV [Vs - Viez(xy, 7) +z(xﬂ¢)}> . (S6)

dr m
Since G is independent of x we have
(Vs - V) [vr - GTIV2(x,,7)] = (Vo - GV [Vr - Viez (%4, 7)] (S7)
which allows to conclude that
t
—(A4By) = 7/ dr (v, - Vxz(Xs, 7)) . (S8)
0
Moreover, using
—2(X7,7) = Vy - Vxz2(X7,7) + 07 2(X7,T) (S9)

we obtain
¢
(AtBy) = <z(xt,t) — 2(%0,0) —/ dT@TZ(XT,T)> . (S10)
0
With Eq. (S2) this proves via Cauchy-Schwarz (A;B;)? < (A?)(B?) the transport bound

<z(xt,t) — 2(xq,0) — f(f dTa-,—Z(XT,T)>2
D (1) /T

<TASiot - (S11)



A. Overdamped limit

Although the underdamped results already contain the overdamped and Newtonian cases as limiting results, it is
interesting to see that the derivation in the overdamped case greatly simplifies. Here, we have that Vx-v(x, 7)p(x,7) =
—0-p(x,7) [1] such that Eq. (S11) directly follows from

() = [ ar [[ax (Test 7} vl ot

_ /0 "ar / dxz(x, 7)0; p(x, )
- <z(xt,t) — 2(x0,0) — /t dTaTz(xT,T)> : (512)

0

II. DETAILS ON THE EXAMPLE IN FIG. 1 IN THE LETTER

Here, we give details on the example of the displaced trap considered in Fig. 1 in the Letter. Note that the
overdamped case of this example including application of the TUR can be found in [2]. In Figure 1 we consider the
parameters a =5, m =1 and y = 1. In the overdamped case, «y cancels out in the quality factor.

The underdamped equations of motion for this example for a linear force originating from a harmonic potential
around 0 with a stiffness a read

— V2kgT
Ur aE m T m 01
N—— S———
=A =o
ool kT~ [0 0
R {0 J (S13)

The steady-state covariance matrix X3 and time-dependent covariance X (¢) obey the Lyapunov equations (see, e.g.,
Supplemental Material of Ref. [3] for a short derivation)

A+ AT =2D = oo’
B(t) = B + e AB(0) — ByJe ATt (S14)

We assume the particle to be equilibrated in the trap around (z¢) = y before displacing the trap at time ¢t = 0 to
position x = 0. Therefore we have

1
%(0) = X5 = kgT [fg ?} : (S15)
which can be also obtained from equipartition.

We see from Eq. (S14) that 3(7) = ¥ for all 7 > 0, i.e., the covariance remains unchanged, and in particular there
will be no coupling of positions and velocities, and the density reads

Jaym ay(xz — (x,:))? + m(v — (v,))?
plz,v,7) = 2; exp [ alt { >)2/€;T( (vr) } (S16)

The mean starting from (o) =y and (vp) = 0 is governed by
[Eﬂ = exp(—Ar) [g} . (S17)

The decisive term for the entropy production is [see Egs. (4) and (5) in the Letter]

t 2
350 [ {4 T dtazte])

0 m p({ET,’UﬁT)



- v/ot dr < [uT - k:;T 2m(g;;T<vT>)]2>
- ’y/ot dr (0,)? . (S18)

Note that in this simple example, the local mean velocity is not local, i.e., it does not depend on z.-. In the overdamped

case we have v(7) = —aze™®" (see Supplemental Material of Ref. [2]), but in the underdamped case the eigenvalues
of A can become complex (signaling oscillations)
0 -1
L
0=x2—Lxtal
m m
¥ dam
AMo=—|1£4/1- . 1
L2 =5 [ } (S19)

We obtain oscillations for 4am > =, i.e., for weak damping.

A. Saturation

We know from the Cauchy-Schwarz proof of Eq. (S11) that we obtain saturation for yv(x,v,7) = cd,2(x, T), i.e.,
in this case the optimal observable z,p¢ is given by

(@, v, 1) = qw(r) T G 0y = ()

ca(.7) = 3200) =2 ([ -expi-an) 1] (520)

=f(7)

Since the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality becomes saturated for this choice, we know that the transport bound Eq. (S11)
is saturated, allowing optimal inference of ASiqt.
This predicted saturation can be checked for this case by computing

t
TAStOt = ’}// de2(’T)
0
t
£D%ow (1) = / dr f2(7) = TASyer
0

<zom(xht> ot (%0,0) /0 dfafzopt<xm> = e () = o) £(0) = /0 dr(z,)0, f(r) =
=0

¢ ¢
. / dr f(7)0x (22) = ~ / A f2(r) = TASuy . (s21)
0 0
here =
Hence we indeed have saturation since the transport bound (S11) here reads ASZ, /ASiot <  ASiot.

B. Short-time limit

In Fig. 1b we see that the short-time limit of the quality factor is 3/4. This can be confirmed analytically as follows,

()] _ yl _ [y 0 —1][y o_[ v [ 3
[(%) = exp(—ArT) ol =lol =7 az 2| o +0(r7) = _toxy +? % +O(7). (S22)
Thus, the short-time entropy production reads
731322

TASior = +O(tY). (S23)

3m?2



The short-time transport reads

2.2,2

(o)~ 9 = TRV 0ty = Brasi, + o). (524

bound = o

12

such that the short-time quality factor is indeed 3/4.

III. DERIVATION OF EQ. (6) IN THE LETTER

Here, we apply and rearrange the transport bound for the radius of gyration and structure factor, reproducing the
bounds presented in Eq. (6) in the Letter.

A. Radius of gyration

First, to approach the radius of gyration consider the following observable z, which yields N R2 (zr),

=~
Il
MR

NR2(t) = (2(xt)) (S25)

where the Z; are the 3d position vectors of the individual beads. Here, we denote 3d vectors by arrows and boldface
notation is only used for the 3N dimensional vectors that contain all bead positions.
To compute D* we need to compute derivatives, i.e., compute

N
Ti2(0) = 27 — ) - Z - 0. (526)

For the full 3/N-dimensional gradient we obtain

Z

= z(x). (527)

This yields the transport bound for Rg in Eq. (6) in the Letter. To further generalize, note that for time-dependent
~(7), the factor 1/~ has to be kept inside the time integral. Moreover, note that if the beads have different v; we may
formulate the bound in terms of the minimum of these ;.

B. Structure factor

Consider the following z, and its derivative to approach S;(¢) and the corresponding D?(t),

Si(q) = <( )>



Vjz(x) = fNZsin[q* (Z; — )]
N2 k=1 N
Ay = 4(TQ[W(X)}? = Y sin[q- (7 — F)]sin[q (T; — 7). (528)

Jik,l=1

In order to express the derivative in observable terms, consider the expression

N2 — Nzyz 1 1
By = Tzﬁx) =3 > (1= cos2G (3 — &))) = 3 Z sin?[7- (T — ©7)] . (S29)
k,l=1 j,k=1
Introduce the notation sj, = —sp; = sin[q’- (Z; — &%)] and note that from relabeling indices we get

N N
G(NBN — AN) =3N Z Sil -6 Z SISk
k,l=1 73,k,1=1

N
= Z (s?l + Sl2k + sij + 285181k + 2811585 + 2skjsjl)

N
= Z (sj1 + su + s8)°

, (S30)
with equality for ¢ — 0. This implies an upper bound of ¢tD* = 47 fg dr(An(7))/N? < 477 fot dr(Bn(T))/N that

implies the vector-version of the bound
[8:(@) — So(@))?
72 [y [N — 5i(2q))dr

Note that this bound can be improved by using that we consider 3d space without assuming isotropy. Namely, by
considering the above derivation for the observable

TAStot 2

(S31)

5 [Se(@) + Si(d2) + Si(d)] (S32)

where we choose ¢; = q€; where the €; span an orthonormal basis [e.g., the vectors (1,0,0)7, (0,1,0)T, (0,0,1)7], i.e.,
we average the structure factor over the three spatial dimensions. This allows to derive the extra factor of 3 compared
to Eq. (S31) to obtain the bound in Eq. (6) in the Letter,

TAS,, > V[5:(7) — So()]?
T @ [N - S, (2q))dr

since the sum of the ¢; values in (Vz)? gives rise to an extra factor of 3 originating from [(¢1 + & + ¢3)/3]? =
(1,1,1)-(1,1,1)/9 = 1/3.

As for Rg, to further generalize, note that for time-dependent ~(7), the factor 1/ has to be kept inside the time
integral. Moreover note that if the beads have different v; we may formulate the bound in terms of the minimum of
these ;.

Note that we can obtain the R4-bound in Eq. (6) in the Letter from Eq. (S33) using Guinier’s law for ¢ — 0, which
means that we can obtain the value of the R,-bound from the S;(g)-bound (see ¢ — 0 in Fig. 2c,e in the Letter).

(33)

IV. DETAILS ON THE EXAMPLE IN FIG. 2 IN THE LETTER

A. Computing the structure factor

The time-resolved structure factor S¢(¢) and the corresponding quality factor of the bounds for the examples
considered in Fig. 2 in the Letter are computed using normal mode analysis (the time integral in the denominator of
the bound and integrals that averaged over rotated lattices are computed numerically).



The overdamped Rouse model considered in Figs. 2b,c in the Letter can be written as a 3N dimensional Langevin

equation for the vector r = (71,...,

drt = —/{krtdt =+ V 2DC1‘A],§7

7V) that reads (see [3, 4] for similar calculations)

(S34)

with D = kgT/~, trap stiffness x, and the connectivity matrix k is a 3N x 3N matrix that reads (13 is the 3d unit

matrix and all terms not shown are 0)

Mg —1T4
1y 215 —1s 0
15 215 —14
k = (S35)
0 1y 215 —1s
L —13 15 |

To model the nano-crystal, we consider the same harmonic model (i.e., linear drift) but for the deviations 677 from
the rest positions, adapt the connectivity as shown in the schematic in Fig. 2a in the Letter (see also [4] on how to
adapt connectivity), and also add a confinement by adding kconfine lsn to kk in the drift term that keeps the beads
closer to the prescribed mean positions, and avoids center-of-mass diffusion of dR.

The models are solved via normal mode analysis, i.e., by working in the basis that diagonalizes A = xk (or for the
nano-crystal A = kK + Keonfine LN )-

The parameters chosen for Fig. 2 in the Letter in units of kg = 1 are in (b,c) stiffness k = 1, D = 1, quench from
To=2to T =1, and in (d,e) stiffness x = 10, confinement Kconfine = 10, rest positions spaced by 1 on cubic lattice
and quenched to rectangular lattice with spacings 1,1.2,0.7 in z,y, z-direction.

Now change the basis to work in normal modes, i.e., define Q and X = QTR that fulfill QTAQ = diag(a;),
such that we have d)_ﬁ = —al)?édt + \/@dVW where the th " are mutually independent Wiener processes (see also
Appendix F of [4]). This orthogonal change of basis exists since A is symmetric.

For Gaussian displacements we have (see also [4])

-2

_1 S oI =7F) _ 1 - o [ =k q =i =k 936
:N;< >—NZeXp[—1q~<r —rt>—6var(rt—rt)}. (S36)

Jk=1 Jrk=1

Consider positions of beads 7/ = 77 + §7/ with a fixed (deterministic) rest position 7/ and random fluctuations 677,
This includes the Rouse model since if we set 77 = 0 and Keonfine = 0 (then we will have center-of-mass diffusion
but this can be neglected in the comoving frame). Using properties of Langevin dynamics with linear drift in the

Q-rotated basis (see Appendix F of [4]), we obtain for the Rouse chain where <th - F}k> = 0 and we quench the

temperature (entering the variance) that

N
=D Qaky
a=1
AdX® = —ao  Xdt + V2DdW

Va(t) = (X2)? 3D [1 + (TO - 1) e—%at] for a # 1

~
|

g T
(X y=0 fora#yp
N
(7)) = S va Qe
(7~ 7k = S Va0 (@ + @ 2010010]

1 N co =i =k 1 N 72 (77 _irkY)2) /6
i@ = 5 3 <eﬂq-(n -7 >> - < 3 et T, (S37)
—



On the other hand, for the nano-crystal where we do not quench temperature (and thus also not the variances), but
instead the rest positions {7} ,cp n] (which we write as a vector in 3N-dimensional space R), we have

fio(t) = (X)) = e %[, (0) for all a
) =77 =7+ (o7 - 5Ff>
N
_i(j' <5th - 57?tk> = Z(Q]a Qka) a(o)

M(O) = Q (Rbefore quench — R)
var (w — 5ff) = var (Z Qjo — Qra)X )

= Z (Qja - Qka)(thp - kao)covscalar (XQ7X¢)

a,p=1
- 3D Vo (0 _
Va(t) = var( to‘) = {1 + (3D;a) - 1) e 2”“} for all «
) =3D/a, for structure quench, such that here V, (t) = V,(0)

)
= var (5773 f 5@’“) - i Va(t) [QF0 + QR — 2QjaQral
exp [ (7 7)) exp |- (o7 — o7t — T (577 o)
cos [cj’- (Fiﬂ — 7k 4 <57:;5j - 5ﬂk>>} exp {—Q:Var (57:? - (V’tk)} : (S38)

This is numerically implemented for the described quench in 77, and afterwards, averaged over all directions since the
crystals are randomly oriented in the solution (which is equivalent to an average over all directions of )

s =5 [ si@. (539)

From these results for S;(¢q) we compute the bounds in Eq. (6) in the Letter. We could directly compute R? from

<(rt7 — 7F)?) from the normal mode analysis, but instead we simply determine the value of the R2 bound form the
g — 0 limit of the S¢(g) bound.

B. Computation of entropy production for the temperature quench

To evaluate the quality factor @, we need to divide by the bound by the actual entropy production. As a shortcut
to computing the entropy production we may use that the transient entropy production of systems approaching an
equilibrium state is given by the difference in excess free energy (since in this case, the total entropy production equals
the non-adiabatic entropy production, see [3]), which in turn is computed from a Kullback-Leibler divergence [5].

Note that we do not consider the entropy production of the center-of-mass diffusion (o« = 1 mode) since it does not
enter S¢(¢), and since we may assume that this diffusion is already equilibrated in the sample (in which case it does
not produce any entropy). Thus, we have for the excess free energy [5, Eq. (6)]

T T,
EFE(t) = 3’;8 {(TO - 1) “20at _ {1 + (TO - 1) e_2““t] }
a=2



N
_ SkB TO —2aqt TO —2aqt
== (;{(T 1>e Tln |1+ 1)

AStot [0, t] = AStot [0, OO] — AStot [t, OO] = EFE(O) — EFE(t) . (840)

C. Computation of entropy production for the structure quench

Again, the entropy production is computed from the Kullback-Leibler divergences, but this time for Gaussians with
the same variance but different mean values, where we have

2D L[P(t)||P(00)] = (1t — poo) " B (bt — Hoo) - (S41)

For the considered quench we have, see Eq. (S38), (note that we need to include aw = 1 here since Keonfine # 0 implies
that there is no center-of-mass diffusion)

Moo =0
to = QT (Thefore quench — T)
e = exp(—diag(a)t) o
»! = diag(a)/D
N
EFE()/T = Dy [POIIP(0)] = == 3 a0 exp(—2a0t)ia (0)°
2D =

N
ASiot = EFE(0)/T — EFE(t)/T = % D aall — exp(—2aqt)]ia(0)*. (S42)

V. DETAILS ON THE HANDLING OF D?

If we measure the full dynamics =, and know, or even choose, z., then we can directly evaluate D*. Moreover, if
we know z; but do not measure x,, we can often express D? in terms of (z;), or bound it by this and constants (as
for RZ and S;(q) above).

However, in the challenging case that we only measure z- but do not know what function of the underlying dynamics
x, it is (this would, e.g., be the case if we measure the dynamics of a macromolecule along some reaction coordinate),
then we can often obtain D? from the short-time fluctuations of z,.

A. Overdamped dynamics

For overdamped dynamics, we obtain D?(t) directly from the from short-time fluctuations of z, (see also Ref. [6]),

dz, = Vyzr - dx, + 2.dt = kgTVyz, -y 1 dW, 4+ O(dT)

_ var[dz,]
b (977 19) = o]
b var[dz,]
TtD*(t) = YA 1
knTHD* (1) /0 ar (543)

B. Underdamped dynamics

For simplicity, assume v and m to be scalars and z; to not explicitly depend on time. Then, we can write
d
a7l
d
d d—z(xT) = Vxz(x,) - dv, + d[Vxz(x,)] - V-
T

X‘r) - vxZ<X‘r) *Vr



10

= Vxz(x;) - @dWT + O(dt)
var 4 (%, o
((;;E:Td(t ) _ (%>2<Vx2(xf) T Vxz(x4)) (S44)

Hence, if we know v/m, or can determine it from another experiment, we can again obtain ¢D*(t) from observations
of z,.

If we can observe z, while the system settles into a steady state, we can even infer v/m from z, itself. We here
distinguish two cases. First, if the dynamics approach equilibrium, then we can obtain v/m from comparing the
equilibrium fluctuations vareq(dz)/dt? ~ (Vyxz(x;) - 77! Vxz(x.)) 7/m (see Supplemental Material of Ref. [6]) to the

previously mentioned equilibrium result for var (d [2(x,)]) ~ (Vxz(x;) - 7 Vxz(x,)) (v/m)2.

Second, if approach a non-equilibrium steady state, we can still bound the thermalization time Tihermalization =

m/~ since it cannot be faster than the relaxation time scale Tr_l = —limy oot 1IN CL.(t) > Tihermalization, Where

sz(t) = <ZtZO> — <Zt><ZO> elax

VI. FRET BOUND

For the FRET efficiency E; measured between donor and acceptor chromophores at positions #; and &5 with Forster
radius Ry we can compute

- < 1+ (R‘)]> = ()

E

~

- — 5 & — 2 — = 5

- - V- 22%(x) (T — @2
Viz(x) = —22(x)6 [ L22) LT S45
1260 = —2090 (P ) T o) (B (515)

> - 824(x) (T — T\ 824(x) 1 5/3 827/3(x) 5 8
[Vz(x)]* = [V12(x)]* + [Va22(x)]* = 72 ( Ry TR\ 1 = TS[I — 2(x)]?/3 < i
Using this simple approximation, we obtain from the transport bound (S11)

TASior > R2v[E; — Fol?/8t. (S46)

This bound can be easily improved, e.g., by bounding z and 1 — z above by the maximally measured values instead
of by 1.

[1] H. Risken, The Fokker-Planck Equation. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Sept., 1989.

[2] C. Dieball and A. Godec, “Direct route to thermodynamic uncertainty relations and their saturation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 130
(2023) 087101.

[3] C. Dieball, G. Wellecke, and A. Godec, “Asymmetric thermal relaxation in driven systems: Rotations go opposite ways,”
Phys. Rev. Res. 5 (2023) 1.042030.

[4] C. Dieball, D. Krapf, M. Weiss, and A. Godec, “Scattering fingerprints of two-state dynamics,” New J. Phys. 24 (2022)
023004.

[5] A. Lapolla and A. Godec, “Faster uphill relaxation in thermodynamically equidistant temperature quenches,” Phys. Reuv.
Lett. 125 (2020) 110602.

[6] A. Dechant, J. Garnier-Brun, and S.-i. Sasa, “Thermodynamic bounds on correlation times,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 131 (2023)
167101.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-61544-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.087101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.087101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.L042030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac48e8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac48e8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.125.110602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.125.110602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.167101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.131.167101

	Thermodynamic bounds on generalized transport: From single-molecule to bulk observables
	Abstract
	Contents
	Proof of the main result
	Overdamped limit

	Details on the example in Fig. 1 in the Letter
	Saturation
	Short-time limit

	Derivation of Eq. (6) in the Letter
	Radius of gyration
	Structure factor

	Details on the example in Fig. 2 in the Letter
	Computing the structure factor
	Computation of entropy production for the temperature quench
	Computation of entropy production for the structure quench

	Details on the handling of Dz
	Overdamped dynamics
	Underdamped dynamics

	FRET bound
	References


